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Mr. Speaker. I staunchly oppose H.R. 3313, the so-called “Marriage Protection Act.” This bill
is an attack on our Constitution, an insult to the fundamental freedoms of our society, and a
shameful election year stunt by the Republican party.

Sadly, although its hard to imagine, this bill is even worse than the proposed Federal Marriage
Amendment. While I also oppose that legislation, and any effort to write discrimination based
on sexual orientation into our laws, this measure presents an even deeper constitutional crisis.
What this bill attempts to do is strip the federal court system and the Supreme Court of the ability
to decide the constitutionality of a law. Regardless of the issue in question, this bill is a flagrant
attack on the basic separation of powers enumerated in the constitution and the inherent right of
each branch of government to have full power over its sphere of jurisdiction.

Equally troubling is the purpose of the bill - to single out one minority group and argue that they
do not have the right to be heard in court on an issue important to them. The idea that the gay
and lesbian community somehow doesn’t deserve equal protection under the law is an affront to
the Bill of Rights and its guarantee that all Americans have a right to due process.

It is no secret that the Bush Administration will stop at nothing to appeal to its conservative base
by discriminating against same-sex couples. But it is an embarrassment to our democracy that
the Republican party would promote these initiatives as a ploy to distract from the
Administration’s far-reaching policy failures. One recent e-mail newsletter sent on June 7, 2004
by veteran right-wing conservative Paul Weyrich openly suggested:

"The president has bet the farm on Iraq... Given what the continued killing has done to
the president's standing in the polls this far, it is a lead-pipe cinch that as we lead up to
the first days of November 2004, violence is going to be horrific... The only one
alternative to this situation: change the subject... Ninety-nine percent of the president's
base will unite behind him if he pushed the [Federal Marriage] Amendment."

I opposed the Defense of Marriage Act when it was considered in the House in 1994. Ten years
later, I continue to believe that these initiatives against gay marriage do nothing to preserve the
institution of marriage, but serve only to fan the flames of intolerance and prejudice. Iurge my
colleagues to reject this woefully misguided bill and its crude objectives.



